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1999 — High flows/vel ocities push most of
the production downstream as “fry”. Low
“smolt” production.

2000 — Moderate-high flows/velocities
results in higher “smolt” production than
observedin 1999.

2001 — Extreme low flows result in the
highest “smolt” proportion measured. Low
escapement (120) and predation
contributed to the low number of total
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1999 — Lower stream energy in Bear Creek
resultsin high proportion of smolts even
with high flow levels.

2000 — Good escapement (732) resultsin a
higher proportion of fry being displaced
downstream.

2001 — L ow escapement and low flows
providing an advantage to predators as well
as high sockeye spawner abundance
resulted in the lowest total production
measured.
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